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Commissioner for Patents 

MPEP 714.03 indicates that a supplemental reply is not entered as a matter of right. 

The Office may enter a supplemental reply if the supplemental reply is clearly limited to: 

(A) cancellation of a claim; 

(B) adoption of the examiner 's suggestions; 

(C) placement of the application in condition of allowance; 

(D) reply to an Office requirement made after the first reply was filed; 

(E) correction of informalities (e.g., typographical errors); or 

(F) simplification of issues for appeal. 

When a supplemental reply is filed in sufficient time to be entered into the application 
before the examiner considers the prior reply, the examiner may approve the entry of the 
supplemental reply if, after a cursory review, the examiner determines that the 
supplemental reply is limited to one of the situations set forth above. This list is not 
exhaustive. The examiner has the discretion to approve the entry of a supplemental reply 
that is not listed above. 



In this case, since none of the above situations apply, the supplemental amendment will not be entered; furthermore, on the examiner's 
discretion, the amendment was not entered because the claims of the supplemental amendment differ markedebly than what was 
originally stated in the RCE filed 1 1/10/09, and therefore would require another search, and a completely different reasons for 
allowance. 
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